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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Namely, it is improper and indefinite for claims 12- 
15 to depend from a canceled claim. For examination purposes, these claims will 
depend from claim 10. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 10, 13, 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by McClellan (2,750,901). McClellan teaches a door/closure (40) 
comprising: an outer wall (1 40), inner wall (1 36), insulation (151) there between and a 
first closure element (141) with a step cross section fastened between the walls, the 
element as a whole inherently being adjusted relative to the walls during assembly. A 
portion of the step being parallel to the outer and inner wall. Please note that only the 
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door is being claimed, the closure element capable of covering a control arrangement or 
condition-indicating panel since it is a solid feature. 

Claims 10, 13, 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Nelson et al (4,685,402). Nelson teaches a door/closure (17) comprising: 
an outer wall (see Fig. 5), inner wall (41 ), insulation (37) there between and a first 
closure element (49) with a step cross-section fastened between the walls, the element 
as a whole inherently being adjusted relative to the walls during assembly. A portion of 
the step being parallel to the outer and inner wall. Please note that only the door is 
being claimed, the closure element capable of covering a control arrangement or 
condition-indicating panel since it is a solid feature. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 12 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nelson et al (4,685,402) in view of Lindsay (4,667,840). As stated above, Nelson 
teaches the limitations of claim 10 , including a first closure element. Nelson also shows 
that the element is made of metal. For claim 1 2 , Nelson fails to teach that the element 
is made of plastic. The examiner takes Official notice that plastic insulation panels/parts 
are well known in the art. This notice is backed-up by the reference of Lindsey, wherein 
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the use of plastic/insulation in a fire-resistant housing (see column 4, lines 37-39) is 
described. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify the door of Nelson by using plastic elements 
therein, e.g. for the first closure element, depending on the desired need of the person 
constructing the panel, e.g. depending on personal preferences, materials readily 
available, etc. Please note that product by process limitations, e.g. "formed from 
injection molding", have been given no weight in the claims. 

For claim 15, Nelson fails to teach the specific dimensions of the first closure 
element. The examiner takes Official notice that plastic insulation panels/parts having 
various dimensions are well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the door of 
Nelson by using a plastic element with a flank portion at least two centimeters, 
depending on the desired need of the person constructing the panel, e.g. depending on 
personal preferences, size of the refrigerator as a whole, etc. 

Claims 12 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over McClellan (2,750,901 ) in view of Lindsey (4,667,840). As stated above, McClellan 
teaches the limitations of claim 10, including a first closure element. McClellan also 
shows that the element is made of metal. For claim 12, McClellan fails to teach that the 
element is made of plastic. The examiner takes Official notice that plastic insulation 
panels/parts are well known in the art. This notice is backed-up by the reference of 
Lindsey, wherein the use of plastic/insulation in a fire-resistant housing (see column 4, 
lines 37-39) is described. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the closure of McClellan by using 
plastic elements therein, e.g. for the first closure element, depending on the desired 
need of the person constructing the panel, e.g. depending on personal preferences, 
materials readily available, etc. Please note that product by process limitations, e.g. 
"formed from injection molding", have been given no weight in the claims. 

For claim 15, McClellan fails to teach the specific dimensions of the first closure 
element. The examiner takes Official notice that plastic insulation panels/parts having 
various dimensions are well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the closure of 
McClellan by using a plastic element with a flank portion at least two centimeters, 
depending on the desired need of the person constructing the panel, e.g. depending on 
personal preferences, size of the refrigerator as a whole, etc. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Teller et al 
(1 ,961 ,022) in view of McClure (2,596,706). Teller teaches a door (Fig. 2) on a 
refrigerator (1), the door comprising: an outer wall (15) and an inner wall (12) connected 
together along longitudinal edges; a first closure element (1 1) fastened to a transverse 
edge of the outer wall and a transverse edge of the inner wall, the first closure element 
together with the outer wall and the inner wall delimits an insulating intermediate space 
(with 15); and the inner wall is constructed to be shorter in the longitudinal direction than 
the outer wall, the first closure element bridges the difference in length between the 
inner wall and the outer wall. A plane is defined longitudinally through the door, this 
plane being between the inner and outer walls and not passed the outer wall of the 
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refrigerator body (see Attachment A). Teller fails to show an indicator or control panel 
on its refrigerator body. McClure teaches a refrigerator (10) with a control panel 
arrangement (14,15) at the front upper portion of its body, the arrangement being 
covered by the door of the refrigerator when the door is closed. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have a 
control or indicating panel in the upper front wall of the refrigerator body of Teller, such 
as the control panel taught by and in McClure, to provide a readily accessible control 
panel on the refrigerator. Note: when the door of Teller in view of McClure is in a closed 
position, the first closure element would inherently help cover the control or an indicting 
panel and the control/panel would extend outwardly from the door plane. 

Claims 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over McClure 
(2,596,706). McClure teaches a cooling compartment (10) including a back wall, an 
access opening, and a side wall, the side wall having an inner surface, an outer surface, 
and a cap portion (17), the cap portion extending between and being connected to each 
of the inner and outer surfaces of the side wall (see Fig. 3), the cap portion forming a 
termination of the side wall as viewed in a depth direction from back wall toward the 
access opening, the inner surface, the outer surface, and the cap portion together 
delimiting a volume there between in which insulating material (12) is disposed, and the 
side wall being located at a side of the cooling compartment as viewed in a lateral 
direction perpendicular to the depth direction from back wall toward the access opening, 
and a door (30) being movable between open and shut positions for respectively 
permitting access via, and closing off, the access opening of the cooling compartment. 
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A plane is defined longitudinally through the door, this plane being between the inner 
and outer walls and not passed the outer wall of the refrigerator body (see Attachment 
A). For claim 28, McClure fails to teach an indicia bearing portion being located 
outwardly of the cap portion of the side wall of the cooling compartment as viewed in the 
depth direction from back wall toward the access opening, the indicia bearing portion 
displaying thereon an indicia. The examiner takes Official notice that adhesive backed 
stickers with indicia thereon are well known in the art. It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the refrigerator 
of McClure by adding stickers with various types of indicia, e.g. with instructions or 
patterns, on the cap portion, for aesthetic purposes, for instructional purposes, etc. 
Note: a portion of the indicia bearing portion on which the indicia is displayed has a 
predetermined profile and a portion of the door that overlies the indicia on the indicia 
bearing portion in the closed position of the door has a corresponding profile shape. 
Also, at least a portion of the cap portion would inherently extend outwardly from the 
door plane. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 20-27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 16 and 18 are allowed. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed December 22, 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Addressing the argument concerning the plane of the door verses the location of 
the control/indicia panel: first, the examiner contends that there are many planes that 
extend between the inner and outer walls of the door of Teller (see one shown by the 
examiner in Attachment A). Second, to choose a plane between the inner wall of the 
door and outer wall of the housing (which is before the outer wall of the door), would 
have been a reasonable choice, at least a portion of the control/indicia panel inherently 
being located beyond this plane. 

Addressing the reintroduction of the rejections of McClellan and Nelson: because 
of the amendment to claim 1 0 fixing the 1 1 2 second paragraph rejection, the appliance 
is clearly not being claimed in combination with the door. Therefore, with only the door 
as the claimed subject matter, the doors of McClellan and Nelson (and Lindsey) now 
read over the claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Janet M. Wilkens whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6869. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lanna Mai can be reached on (571) 272-6867. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Janet M. Wilkens/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3637 

Wilkens 
March 16, 2009 



